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Sir: 



This Appeal Brief is submitted in support of the Notice of Appeal filed January 1 1 , 2006. 



I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST ; 

The party in interest is the assignee, PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NORTH AMERICA 
CORPORATION. The assignment jdocument is recorded at Reel 012699 and Frame 0528. 



n. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no related appeals and interferences. 

-1- 
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m. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

This is an appeal from the Fiinal Office Action dated October 20, 2005 rejecting claims 1, 
2, 4-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, and 20 J: No other claims are pending in the application. The claims 
being ^pealed are claims 1, 2, 4-6,18-10, 12-14, 16-18, and 20. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

An am^dment under 37 CFR §1.116 was filed by the Appellant on December 7, 2005. 
This amendment was filed for clarification purposes, and to remove reference numerals firam the 
claims, and was intended to put the claims in better form for AppeaL Specifically, by this 
amendment claim 1 was amended to recite combination of first and second decoded frequency 
band signals into a single output signal (line 21 of the claim). Similar amendments vferc made to 
claims 5, 9, 13, and 17. Also, claim 17 was amended to recite that first and second encoded 
frequency band signals are derived from a single input speech signal (line 3 of the claim). This 
amendment has not been entered by the Examiner. 

The copy of appealed claims 1-20 is presented without entry of the 1.1 16 amendment. 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present invention relates to a transmission system comprising a transmitter for 

transmitting an input signal to a receiver. The transmitter comprises a splitter for splitting up the 

input signal into at least first and second frequency band signals. The transmitter fiirther 

comprises a first encoder for encoding the first frequency band signal into a first encoded 

frequency band signal and a second encoder for encoding the second fi:^quency band signal into 

-2- 
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a second encoded frequency band signal. The receiver comprises a first decoder for decoding the 

first encoded frequency band signaljinto a first decoded frequency band signal and a second 

decode for decoding the second encoded ftequmcy band signal into a second decoded 

i 

frequency band signal. The receiver; combines the first and second decoded frequency band 
signals into an output signal and redonstructs tfie second decoded frequency band signal when 
the second decoded frequency bandj signal is not available. Errors occurring in the receipt or 
decoding of the second frequency band signal can be concealed by reconstructing the missing 
parts on the basis of the first frequency band signal which was received and decoded correctly. 

Claim 1 (independent^ 

The transmission system, asjclaimed in independent claim 1, comprises a transndtter 
(Fig. U Ref. 12) for transmitting an jinput signal to a receiver (Fig. 1, Ref. 14) via a transmission 
channel (Fig. U Ref. 16), the transniitter comprising a splitter (Fig. 1 > Ref. 20) for splitting up a 
single input signal on a single input line (Fig. 1, Ref. 18) into at least first and second frequency 
band signals (Page 5, lines 25-27), the transmitter further comprising a first encoder (Fig. 1, Ref. 
22) for encoding the first fiiequencyjband signal into a first encoded frequency band signal and a 
second encoder (Fig. 1, Ref. 24) forjencoding the second frequency band signal into a second 
encoded frequency band signal. The transmitter transmits the first and second encoded 
fiiequency band signals via the transmission channel to the receiver (Page 5, lines 27-32). 

Hie receiver comprises a fust decoder (Fig. 1, Ref 26) for decoding the first encoded 
frequency band signal into a first decoded frequency band signal and a second decoder (Fig. 1 » 

Ref. 28) for decoding the second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded 

I -3- 
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frequency band signal, the receiver further comprising a combiner (Fig, 1 , Ref. 30) for 

combining the jBrst and second dec6ded frequency band signals into an output signal (Page 5> 

line 32-Page 6, line 6). The receivcar further comprises reconstruction means (Fig* 2, Ref. 48) for 

reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when he second decoded frequency 

band signal is not available. The lejconstruction means are arranged for reconstructing the 

second decoded frequency band sigjaai from the first decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, 

lines 3-15), 

The reconstruction means is a means plus function element of claim I . As required in 35 
U.S.C. §1 12, paragraph 6, the corr^ponding structure is described in the specification on page 8, 
ltees3-15. 

Claim 3 (dependent) 

The transmission $ystem> a^ claimed in dependent claim 3, includes all the limitations of 
claim 1 as described above. Claim! 3 further characterizes the transmission system of claim 1 in 
that the reconstruction means is arranged for reconstructing a present frame of the second 
decoded frequency band signal from a present frame of the first decoded frequency band signal 
and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, lines 11-15). 

Claim 5 (independent) 

IndependCTt claim 5 is directed to a receiver for receiving, via a transmission channel, 

I 

first and second encoded frequency band signals derived from a single ii^ut signal from a 
transmitter. The receiver, as claimed in claim 5, comprises a first decoder (Fig. 1, Ref. 26) for 
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decoding the first encoded frequency band signal into a first decoded frequency band signal and 

a second decoder (Fig. 1, Ret 28) for decoding the second encoded frequency band signal into a 

second decoded frequency band signal, the receiver further comprising a combiner (Fig. 1, Ref. 

30) for combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into ah output signal 

(Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 6). Thfe receive further comprises a reconstruction means (Fig, 2, 

Ref. 48) for reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when the second decoded 

frequency band signal is not availat^e, characterized in that the reconstruction means is arranged 

for reconstructing the second decod^ frequency band signal from the first decoded frequency 

band signal (Page 8, lines 3-15). 

j 

The reconstruction means isja means plus function element of claim S« As required in 35 

I 

U.S.C. §112) paragraph 6» the corresponding structure is described in the specification on page 8, 
lines 3-15. 

Claim 7 (deoendcnt't 

The receiver, as claimed in jdependent claim 7, includes all the limitations of claim 5 as 
described above. Claim 7 further cjiaracterizes the receiver of claim S in that the reconstruction 
means is arranged for reconstructing a present fi^e of the second decoded frequency band 
signal from a present frame of the first decoded frequency band signal and from a previous frame 
of the second decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, lines 1 1-15). 

Claim 9 findeoendent) 

Independent claim 9 is directed to a method of transmitting a single input signal via a 

-5- 
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transmission channel. The method^ as claimed in claim 9, comprises the steps of splitting up the 

single input signal into at least fiist jand second frequency band signals (Page 5, lines 25-27), 

encoding the first frequency band signal into a first encoded frequency band signal and encoding 

the second fiequracy band signal into a second encoded frequency band signal (Pago 7, lines 1- 

10), transmitting the first and secoi^l encoded frequency band sisals via the transmission 

i 

channel (Page 7, lines 1 1-14X decoding the first encoded frequency band signal into a first 
decoded frequency band signal and|decoding the second encoded frequency band signal into a 
second decoded frequency band si^al (Page 7, lines 15-25), combining the first and second 
decoded frequency band signals intb an output signal (Page 6, lines 12-14), and reconstructing 
the second decoded frequency band' signal when the second decoded frequency band signal is not 
available (Page 8, lines 3-15). The method of claim 9 is characterized in that the second decoded 
frequency band signal is reconstructed from the first decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, 
lines 3-15). 

1 

! 

Claim 11 f dependent^ 

The method of transmitting an input signal via a transmission channel, as claimed in 
dependent claim 11^ includes all thd limitations of claim 9 as described above. Claim U fuither 
characterizes the method of claim 9 in that a present frame of the second decoded frequency 
band signal is reconstructed from ajpresent frame of the first decoded frequency band signal and 
from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, lines 11-15). 
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Claim 13 (independent) 

Independent claim 13 is directed to a method of receiving, via a transmission channel, 
fiist and second encoded frequency band signals derived from a single input signal The method, 
as claimed in claim 13> comprises the steps of decoding the first encoded frequency band signal 
into a first decoded frequency band signal and decoding the second encoded frequency band 
signal into a second decoded frequency band signal (Page 7, lines 15-25); combining the first 
and second decoded frequency band signals into an output signal (Page 6, lines 12-14); and 
reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when the second decoded fi^uracy 
band signal is not available (Page 8j lines 3-15). The method of claim 9 is characterized in that 
the second decoded frequency band signal is reconstructed from the first decoded firequency 
band signal (Page 8, lines 3-15). 

Claim 15 (dependent) 

The method of receiving, via a transmission chaimel, first and second encoded firequency 
band signals derived from a single iinput signal, as claimed in dependent claim 13, includes all 
the limitations of claim 9 as described above. Claim IS fiulfaer characterizes the method of 
claim 13 in that a present fictme of the second decoded frequency band signal is reconstructed 
bom a present frame of the first decoded frequency band signal and fix>m a previous frame of the 
second decoded frequency band signal (Page 8, lines 1 1-15)- 

Claim 17 (independent) 
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Independent claim 17 is diluted to a speech decoder (Fig. 2, Ref. 60) for decoding first 
and second encoded frequency band speech signals derived fix>m a single input signal (Page 7, 
Imes 15-25). The speech decoder comprises a first decoder (Fig. 2, Ref- 26) for decoding the 
first encoded frequency band speech signal into a first decoded firequency band speech signal and 
a second decoder (Fig. 2, Ref. 28) for decoding the second encoded frequency band speech 
signal into a second decoded frequency band speech signal (Page 7, lines 15-25). The speech 
decoder fiirther comprises a combiner for combining the first and second decoded fiiequency 
band speech signals into an output signal (Page 7, lines 26-31), and a reconstruction means (Fig, 
2, Ref. 48) for leconstmcting the second decoded fiequ^y band speech signal when the second 
decoded frequency band signal is not available. The reconstruction means is arranged for 
reconstnicting the second decoded frequency band speech signal from the first decoded 
frequency band speech signal (page 8, lines 3-15). 

The reconstruction means is a means plus function element of claim 5. As required in 35 
U.S.C. §112. paragr^h 6, the corresponding structure is described in the specification on page 8, 
lines 3-15. 

Claim l9(d^?pAgit) 

The speech decoder, as claimed in dependent claim 19, includes all the limitations of 

claim 17 as described above. Claim' 19 fiirther characterizes the speech decoder of claim 17 in 

that the reconstruction means are artanged for reconstructing a present frame of the second 

decoded frequ^cy band speech signal from a present frame of the fust decoded firequency band 

speech sigaal and from a previous fi^e of the second decoded frequency band speech signal 
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■ 

(Page 8. lines 11-15). 

VI. GROUJfDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. , Claiins 1, 2, 4-6, 8-10, 12-14. and 16-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) 
as being unpatentable ovor US Patent No. 6,137,915 to Chai et al. ("Chai"). 

B. Claims 3, 7, 15 and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chai in view of US Patent No. 5,384,793 to Zinser et al. ("Zinsar**)- 

Vn. ARGUMENT 

In the Final Office Action die Examiner rejected all indqiendent claims (i.e. claims 1, 3, 
13, and 17) under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by Chai. 

The test for anticipation under section 102 is whether each and every element as set forth 
in the claim is fotuid, either expieissly or inhoently described, in a single prior art reference. 
Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987); MPEP 
§2131. The identical invention must be ^own in as complete detail as is contained in the claim. 
Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Circ. 1989); MPEP §2131. The 
elements must also be arranged as required by the claim. In re Bond, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. 
Cir. 1990). 

Appellant will show that the prior art reference cited by the Examine does not teach all 
the claim limitations, as recited in each of the independent Claims 1, 5, 13, and 17, and 
consequently in any of their re^ective dq)endent claims. 
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A. Reiectiott of Claims 1. 2> 4-6, 8-10. 12-14. and l<h-ll nnder 35 U,S-C S102(e> 

Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8-10, 12-14, and 16-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, §l02(e) as being 

unpatentable over US Patent No. 6^63,507 to Chai et al, CChai'*). 

Claim 1 

One of the features of the: present invention, as claimed in claim 1, is the transmitter 
comprising a splitter for splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least first 
and second firequency band signals, a first encoder for encoding the first frequency band signal 
into a first encoded fi:equency band signal and a second encode for encoding the second 
firequency band signal into a seconld encoded frequency band signal. Appellant submits that, in 
the current invention, in order for the first and second frequency band signals to be encoded by 
separate encoders^ the splitter splitjs up the input signal prior to encoding of the frequency band 
signals at the first and second encoders. A second feature of the present invention, as claimed in 
claim 1, is a first decoder for decoding the first encoded frequency band signal and a second 
decoder for decoding the second encoded fi:equency band signal, and a combiner for combining 
first and second decoded frequency! band signals 

: 

i 

Chai discloses that generation of hierarchical subband decomposed coefficients takes 

place at the encoders (Col. 3, lines 30-33). In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the 

Examiner asserted that the subband encoding step of Chai perfomis a necessary step of splitting 

a signal into frequency bands. According to the Examiner, ''Chai teaches splitting of the input 

signal resulting in coefiicients corresponding to separate bands, where... each of the sets of 

coefficients will undergo a separate fomiatdng operation (encoding) during packetization (Pages 
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2-3 of the Advisory Action).*' Th^ Examiner therefore appears to argue that the input sigiial(s) 

of Chai xmdergoes splitting at oicoders 220 and 222 (shown in Fig. 2), with subsequent encoding 

j 

at packetizers 230. 

Appellant notes that, as sdt forth in MPEP § 2173.05(a), "[I]t has been stated that 
consistent with the well-established axiom in patent law that a patentee is free to be his or ha: 
own lexicographer, a patentee may luse terms in a manner contrary to or inconsistent with one or 
more of their ordinary meanings. Hormone Research Foundation Inc. v. Genentech Inc., 904 
F.2d 1558, 15 USPQ2d 1039 (Fed. Cin 1990)." Chai defines encoders 220 and 220 as devices 
"for receiving and encoding (audio! or video] data into an elementary... bitstream (CoL 3, lines 
28-30; 54-56)." Chai further defines packetizeis 230 as devices where the elementary 

i 

bitstreams generated by the encoders are converted into packets (Col. 3, lines 65-67). Thus, the 

term ''packetizer," as used by Chai| is distinctly different from the term "encoder." Therefore, 

I 

Appellant argues that a step of packetization, as described by Chai, falls outside the meaning of 

i 
i 

encoding, as defined by Chai. j 

Since the packetizer is not !an encoder within the meaning of Chai, any step of sphtting 
of the input signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands clearly takes place at 
the encoder 220 of Chai (Col. 3, lines 28-44), and not prior to the encoders of Chai. Therefore, 
Chai fails to show a splitter for split|ting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least 
first and second frequency band siignals, a first encoder for encoding the first frequency band 
signal, and a second encoder for eroding the second frequency band signal, as recited in claim 
1. 
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Further, Chai foils to show a combiner for combining the first and second decoded 

frequency band signals, as recited in claim 1, where the first and second decoded frequency band 

signals are generated by separate; decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be 

demultiplexed at a demultiplexer 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to 

separate decoders 270 and 290, wi^ch output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, 

lines 14-22). 

» 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a secon^ decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; CoL 4, lines 14-22). In view of fliis, the Examiner ^peais to argue that items 270 and 290 
fimction both as decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as jset forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 

lexicographer' and as set forth ih MPEP §2173.05(a): **When the specification states the 

meaning that a term in the claim is: intended to have, the claim is examined using that meanings 

in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 

prior art In re Zletz, 893 F^d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989).** In the present 

application, a combiner is defined in the Af^ellant's specification as a device for combining two 

decoded frequency band signals into an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 

specification as a device for decdding an encoded frequency band signal. Thus, the term 

"combiner," as used in the current 1 application, is distinctly different from the term "decoder," 

and the combiner acts on a signal which is ou^ut from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 

In view of this, Appellant respectfiiUy submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 
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decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 

signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 

reference any combiner;i or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 
audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encode, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a decoder. There is no teaching 
within Chai that the outputs of twoiseparate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 
decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no 
suggestion to combine these signals into a single output Therefore, Chai fails to show a first 
decoder for decoding the first frequwicy band signal, and a second decoder for decoding the 
second frequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and second decoded 
frequency band signals, as recited in claim L 

Accordingly, claim 1 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 
every element as set forth in the claim, neither e>cpressly nor inherently. 

Claims 2 and 4 

Appellant incoiporates herein by reference the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim ) under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Chai. Qaims 2 and 4 depend from claim 1 
and accordingly are allowable for at least this reason. 
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Claim 5 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 5, is the receiver 
comprising a first decoder for decoding the first encoded firequency band signal into a first 
decoded firequency band signal andja second decoder for decoding the second encoded fi^equency 
band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal, the receiver further comprising a 
combiner for combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into an output 
signal. 

Chai fails to show a step of combining the first and second decoded firequency band 
signals, as recited in claim 5, wh^ the first and second decoded fincquency band signals are 
generated by separate decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be demultiplexed at a 
demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as h^uts to separate decoders 
270 and 290, wiiich output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col 4, lines 14-22). 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining fi-equency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; CoL 4, lines 14-22). In view 6f this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
fiinction both as decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as iset forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 

lexicographef* and as set forth ui MPEP §2173.05(a): **When the specification states the 

meaning that a term in the claim isUntended to have^ the claim is examined using that meaning, 

in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 

prior art. Jn re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989);* In the present 
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application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 

decoded frequency band signals intb an output signal;, and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 

specification as a device for decoding an encoded fi:equency band signal. Thus, the tenn 

**combiner,'' as used in the current application, is distinctly different from the term "decoder," 

and the combiner acts on a signal which is output from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4), 

In view of this, Appellant respectfiiUy submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 

decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 

decoded signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails 

to reference any combiner, or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, llie Examiner asserted that video and 
audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encoder which is capable of hierarchical subband decomposition (Col. 3, lines 28-34; Col. 4, 
lines 3t-42), and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a complementary decoder (Col. 
8, lines 54-59). There is no teaching within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would 
be recomposed at a combiner. Each decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, 
Imes 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no suggestion to combine these signals into a single output. 
Therefore, Chai fails to show a first decoder for decoding the first frequency band signal, and a 
second decoder for the second frequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least 
first and second decoded frequency band signals, as recited in claim 5. 

Accordingly, claim 5 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 

every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. 
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Claims 6 and 8 

Appellant incorporates herein by reference the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.G. §102(e) over Chai. Claims 6 and 8 depend from claim 5 
and accordingly are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 9 

One of the features of thei present invention^ as claimed in claim 9, is the method of 
transmitting a single input signal via a transmission chamieL The method comprises the steps of 
splitting up the single input signal into at least first and second frequency band signals; and 
^coding the first fiiequency band ^gnal into a first encoded frequency band signal and encoding 
the second frequency band signal into a second encoded frequency band signal. Appellant 
submits that, in the current invention, in order for the first and second frequency band signals to 
be separately encoded^ the input signal must have been split up prior to encoding the first 
fiiequracy band signal into a first encoded fi^uency band signal and encoding the second 
frequency band signal into a second encoded frequency band signal. A second feature of the 
present invention, as claimed in claim 9, is a step of decoding die first encoded frequency band 
signal into a first decoded frequency band signal and decoding the second encoded fiiequency 
band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal (Page 7, lines 15-25), with a 
subsequent step combining the fir^ and second decoded frequency band signals into an output 
signal 

Chai discloses that generation of hierarchical subband decomposed coefficients takes 
place at the encoders (Col. 3, lines 30-33). In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the 
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Examino: asserted that the subband' encoding step of Chai porfonns a necessary step of flitting 
a signal into ficquency bands. According to the Examiner. "Chai teaches splitting of the input 
signal resulting in coefficients corre^onding to sqjarate bands, whCTe... each of the sets of 
coefficients will undergo a separate formatting operation (encoding) during packetization (Pages 
2-3 of the Advisory Action).** The; Examiner therefore appears to argue that the input signal(s) 
of Chai undergoes flitting at encociers 220 and 222 (shown in Fig, 2), with subsequent encoding 
at packetizers 230, Appellant submits that, in the cuirait invention, in oider for the first and 
second frequency band signals to be encoded by separate ^coders, the splitter splits up the izq>ut 
signal prior to encoding of the frequ^cy band signals at the first and second encoders. 

i 

Appellant notes that, as sk forth in MPEP § 2173.05(a), "[Qt has been stated that 

i 

consistent with the well-established axiom in patent law that a patentee is free to be his or her 

own lexicographer, a patentee may juse terms in a manner contrary to or inconstst^t with one or 

more of their ordinary meanings. Hormone Research Foundation hic, v. Genontech Inc., 904 

F.2d 1558, 15 USPQ2d 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1990) " Chai defines encoders 220 and 220 as devices 

"for receiving and encoding [audid or video] data into an elementary... bitstream (CoK 3, lines 

28-30; 54-56)." Chai further defines packetizers 230 as devices where the elementary 

bitstreams generated by the encoders are converted into packets (Col. 3, lines 65-67). Thus» the 

term '"packetizer," as used by Chai; is distinctly different from the terni "encoder." Therefore, 

Appellant argues that a step of packetieation> as described by Chai, falls outside the meaning of 

encoding, as defined by Chai. 

Since the packetizer is not ian encoder within the meaning of Chai, any step of splitting 

of the input signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands clearly takes place at 
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the encoder 220 of Chai (Col. 3, lines 28-44), and not prior to tiie encoders of Chai. Therefore, 

Chai fails to show a step of splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least 

first and second fiequency band signals, a step of encoding the first frequency band signal, and a 

second step of encoding the secondj frequency band signal^ as recited in claim 9. 

Further, Chai fails to sho^ a combiner for combining the first and second decoded 

frequency band signals, as recited ih claim 9, where the first and second decoded frequency band 

signals are generated by separate: decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be 

demultiplexed at a demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which save as inputs to 

separate decoders 270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, 

lines 14-22). 

In the Office Action dated bctober 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-22). In view 6f this, the Examine appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
frmction both as decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 
lexicogr^her" and as set forth in MPEP §2173.05(a): **When the specification states the 
meaning that a term in the claim is; intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 
in order to achieve a complete exjploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 

: 

prior art. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989)." In the present 
application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 

decoded frequency band signals into an ou^ut signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 

- 18- 
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specification as a device for decoding an encoded firequeMy band signal. Thus, the term 

"combiner,** as used in the current; application, is distinctly different from the term '^decoder," 

I 

and the combiner acts on a signal which is output from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this, Appellant respectfully submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 
decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 
signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 
reference any combiner, or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dat^ December 27» 2005, the Examiner asserted fliat video and 
audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encoder, and would therefore> by implication, be reversed at a decoder. There is no teaching 
within Chai that the ou^uts of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 
decode of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no 
suggestion to combine these signaljs into a single output. Therefore, Chai fails to show a first 
decoder for decoding the first fi^uency band signal, and a second decoder for decoding the 

second finequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and second decoded 

I 

frequency band signals, as recited in claim 9. 

Accordingly, claim 9 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 
every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. 
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Claims 10 and 12 

Appellant incorporates herein by reference the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim 9 under 35 U-S.C. §102(e) over Chai. Claims 10 and 12 depend from claim 9 
and accordingly are allowable for at least this reason. 

Claim 13 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 13, is a method of 
receivings via a transmission channel, first and second encoded frequency band signals derived 
from a single input signal. The method, as claimed in claim 13, comprises the steps of decoding 
the first encoded frequency band signal into a first decoded frequMcy band signal and decoding 
the second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal (Page 7, 
lines 15-25); and combining the first and second decoded fiiequency band signals into an output 
signal (Page 6, lines 12-14). 

Contrary to the Examiner's assertion, Chai fails to show a step of combining the first and 
second decoded frequency band signals, as recited in claim 1, where the first and second decoded 
frequency band signals are generated in separate decoding steps. Chai discloses that a transport 
stream may be demultiplexed at a demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams vdiich serve 
as inputs to separate decoders 270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 
2; Col. 4, lines 14-22). I 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005^ the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 

showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 

for combining fiiequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
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295; Col 4, lines 14-22). In view of this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 

function both a$ decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as iset forth in MPEP §2110.01 **Appellant may be own 
lexicographer" and as set forth in MPEP §2173.05(a): *'When the specification states the 
meaning that a term in the claim is intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 
in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 
prior art. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989)/* In the present 
^plication, a combiner is defined m the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 
decoded frequency band signals into an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 
specification as a device for decbding an encoded frequency band signal. Thus, the term 
**combiner," as used in the current application, is distinctly different bom the term **decoder/' 
and the combiner acts on a signal which is output fit>m a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this. Appellant respectfully submits that the Examine: is in error in referencing 
decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 
signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 
reference any combiner, or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 

audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 

recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisolry Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 

encoder, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a decoder There is no teaching 

within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 

decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no 
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suggestion to combine these signal? into a single output. Therefore, Chai fails to show a step of 

decoding the first firequency band signal, and a step of for decoding the second frequency band 

signal, with a step of combining at least first and second decoded firequency band signals, as 

recited in claim 13. 

Accordingly, claim 13 is patentable over Chai because Chai docs not describe each and 
every element as set forth in the claSxn, neither expressly nor inherently. 

Claims] 4 and 1<> 

Appellant incoiporates herein by reference the argummts presented above against the 
rejection of claim 13 under 35 U.S,C. §l02(e) over Chai. Claims 14 and 16 depend &om claim 9 
and accordingly are allowable for ak least this reason. 

Claim 17 ! 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 17, is the speech decoder 
comprising a first decoder for decocling the first encoded fi-equency band signal into a first 
decoded frequency band signal andja second decoder for decoding the second encoded fi^quency 
band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal. The speech decoder fiirther comprises 
a combiner for combining the first and second decoded fi^uency band speech signals into an 
output signal 

Chat fails to show a combiner for combining the first and second decoded fi:equency band 

signals, as recited in claim 17, where the first and second decoded frequency band signals are 

generated by s^arate decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be demultiplexed at a 
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demultiplexer 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to separate decoders 

270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, lines 14-22). 

In tiie Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig, 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; CoL 4, lines 14-22). In view of liiis, the Examiner spears to argue that items 270 and 290 
fimction both as decoders and as cobbiners. 

Appellant notes fliat, as set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 
lexicographer" and as set forth in MPEP §2l73,05(a): **When the specification states the 
meaning that a temi in the claim is intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 
in Older to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 
prior ait In re Zletz, 893 F.2d $19, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989)/* fn the present 
application, a combiner is defined ip the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 

i 

decoded frequency band signals intb an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 
^ecification as a device for decoding an encoded firequency band signal Thus, the term 
"combiner/' as used in the currentj application, is distinctly different fix>m the term "decoder," 
and the combiner acts on a signal wihich is output from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this, Appellant respectfijUy submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 
decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 
signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 
reference any combiner, or any combination stq>. 
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In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005. the Examiner asserted that video and 

audio signals were decon4)0$ed jprior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 

recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 

encoder, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a complementary decoder. There is 

i 

no teaching within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a 
combiner. Each decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); 
there is no suggestion to combine these signals into a single output. Therefore, Chai fails to 
show a first decoder for decoding the first fi^equency band signal, and a second decoder for 
decoding the second fi^uency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and 
second decoded frequency band signals, as recited in claim 17. 

Accozxiingly, claim 17 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 
every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. 

Claims 18 and 20 

Appellant incorporates herein by reference the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) over Chai. Claims 6 and 8 depend from claim 5 
arid accordingly are allowable for at least this reason. 

C> Rejection of Claims 3, 7, 11^15. and 19 onder 35 U,S.C, S103(a) 

Claims 3, 7, U, 15, and 19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chai in view of Zinser. 
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Claim 3 

The Examiner rejected claim 3, stating that: 

Chai teaches evCTything claimed, as described above (See Claim 1). As stated in the 
f^jeQtiojT^ of claim 1, Chai : teaches that an adjacent subband may be used to repair a 
coiTupted subband (Col. 2,i hnes 9-27), but Chai does not specifically teach 'that the 
reconstruction means are arranged for reconstructing a present frame of the second 
decoded fiequency band signal from a present frame of the first decoded frequency band 
signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band signal/' 

Accordingly, Appellant incorporates hereafrer the arguments presented above against the 
r^ection of Claim 1 under 35 USJC. §1 02(e) over Chai, and submits that Claim 3 is allowable 
for at least the same reasons that base Claim 1 is allowable. In particular, Appellant submits that 
Chai does not teach a splitter for sjplitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at 
least first and second frequency band signals, a first encoder for encoding the first frequency 

i 

band signal, and a second encoder ifor encoding the second frequency band signal, as recited in 

claim 1. Furth«", Chai fails to shbw a combiner for combining the first and second decoded 

frequency band signals^ as raited in claim 1, where the first and second decoded frequency band 

signals axe generated by $q)arate decode, as claimed in base claim 1 . 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in base claim 1, is the transmitter 

comprising a splitter for splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least first 

and second frequency band signals, a first encoder for encoding the first frequency band signal 

into a first encoded frequency band signal and a second encoder for encoding the second 

frequency band signal into a second encoded frequency band signal. Appellant submits that, in 

the current invention, in order for the first and second frequency band signals to be encoded by 

separate encoders, the splitter splits up the input signal prior to encoding of the frequoicy band 
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signals at the first and second encoders. A second feature of the present invention, as claimed in 

claim 1, is a first decoder for decoding the first encoded frequency band signal and a second 

decoder for decoding the second encoded firequency band signal, and a combiner for combining 

first and second decoded firequencyiband signals 

Chai discloses that generation of hierarchical subband decomposed coeffici^ts takes 

place at the encoders (Col. 3, lines 30-33). hi the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the 

Examiner assorted that the subband encoding step of Chai performs a necessary step of sphtting 

a signal into fi^uency bands. According to the Examiner, **Chai teaches spUtting of the iupvA 

signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands, where.,, each of the sets of 

coefficients will undergo a separate formatting operation (encoding) during packetization (Pages 

2-3 of the Advisory Action)." The Examiner therefore spears to argue that the input signal(s) 

of Chai under^es Splitting at encolers 220 and 222 (shown in Fig. 2), with subsequent encoding 

at packetizers 230. 

Appellant notes that, as set forth in MPEP § 2173.05(a), "[r|t has been stated that 

consistent with the well-estabhshed axiom in patent law that a patentee is fiiee to be his or her 

own lexicographer, a patentee may lose terms in a manner contrary to or inconsistent with one or 

more of their ordinary meanings. Homione Research Foundation Inc. v. Genentech Inc., 904 

F.2d 1558. 15 USPQ2d 1039 (FedJCir. 1990)." Chai defines encoders 220 and 220 as devices 

'"for receiving and encoding [audio: or video] data into an elementary... bitstream (Col. 3, lines 

28-30; 54-56)." Chai further defines packetizers 230 as devices where the elementary 

bitstreams generated by the encoders are converted into packets (Col. 3, lines 65-67). Thus^ the 

term '*packetizer," as used by Chai; is distinctly different fiom the terai "encoder." Therefore, 
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Appellant argues that a step of packetization, as described by Chai> falls outside the meaning of 
encoding, as defined by Chai. 

Since the packetizer is notian encoder within the meaning of Chai, any step of splitting 
of the input signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands clearly takes place at 
the mcoder 220 of Chai (Col. 3, lines 28-44), and not prior to the encoders of Chai. Therefore, 
Chai fails to show a splitter for splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least 
first and second frequency band signals^ a first encoder for encoding the first frequency band 
signal^ and a second encoder for encoding the second frequency band signal, as recited in claim 
L 

Further, Chai fails to show a combiner for combining the first and second decoded 
frequency band sisals, as recited in claim 1, where the first and second decoded frequency band 
signals arc generated by sq)aratei decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be 
demultiplexed at a demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to 
separate decoders 270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, 
lines 14-22). 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, it^ns 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining fi^quency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 27S, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-22). In view 6f this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
fimction both as decoders and as combiners* 

Appellant notes that, as set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 

lexicographer" and as set forth hi MPEP §21 73.05(a): "When the specification states the 
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meaning that a term in the claim intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 
in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 
prior art In re Zletz, 893 F,2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir 1989).'* In the present 

i 

application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 
decoded fiequency band signals intb an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appdlant^s 
specification as a device for decoding an encoded firequ^cy band signal. Thus, the term 
''combiner/* as used in the currentl application, is distinctly different firom the term '^decoder,*' 
and the combiner acts on a signal vvjhich is output from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this. Appellant respectfully submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 
decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as jalso being combiners. A review of Chai fills to show that 
signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 
reference any combine, or any conibination step. 

hi the Advisory Action dat^d December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 
audio signals were decomposed sprier to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advis<xy Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encoder, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a decoder. There is no teaching 
within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 
decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (CoL 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no 
suggestion to combine these signals into a single output Therefore, Chai fails to show a first 
decoder for decoding the first frequency band signal, and a second decoder for decoding the 
second fi-equency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and second decoded 

frequency band signals, as recited in base claim 1 . 
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Accordingly, Claim 1 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 

every element as set forth in the cfaim, neither expressly nor inherently. The Examiner relies 

upon tihe Zinser as a secondary reference for the rejection of Claim 3 under §103(a) to teach 

reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame 

of the first decoded frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded 

frequency band signal. Appellant submits that this reference does not cure the deficiencies of 

Chai regarding either the splitter for splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at 

least first and second frequency band signals^ or the combiner for combining tiie first and second 

decoded frequency band signals. Accordingly, Claim 3 is also patentable over Chai in view of 

j 

Zinser. i 



Claim? i 

I 

! 

The Examiner rejected claim 7« stating that: 

Chai teaches everything claimed, as described above,.. Chai teaches that an adjacent 
subband may be used to repair a corrupted subband,.., but Chai does not specifically 
teach ^hat the reconstructipn means are arranged for reoonstmcting a present frame of 
the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame of the first decoded 
frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal.** 

Accordingly^ Appellant incorporates hereafter the arguments presented above against the 

i 

rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Chai, and submits that Claim 7 is allowable 

for at least the same reasons that base claim 5 is allowable. 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in base claim 5, is the receiver 

comprising a first decoder for decoding the first encoded firequency band signal into a first 
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decoded frequency band signal and a second decoder for decoding the second encoded frequency 

band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal, the receiver fiirther comprising a 

combiner for combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into an output 

signal. 

Chai Mis to show a step of combining the first and second decoded frequency band 

: 

signals, as recited in claim S» where tfie first and second decoded fiiequency band signals are 
generated by separate decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be demultiplexed at a 
demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to separate decoders 
270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, lines 14-22). 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a seconii decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-22). In view of this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
fimction both as decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 

lexicographer*' and as set forth in MPEP §2 173.05(a): "When the specification states the 

meaning that a term in the claim is| intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 

in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 

prior art. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989).** In the present 

application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 

decoded frequency band signals into an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant^s 

specification as a device for decoding an encoded frequency band signal. Thus, the term 
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''combiner " as used in the cuirent application, is distinctly different from the term "decoder/* 

and the combiner acts on a signal which is output from a decoder (Page S, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 

In view of this. Appellant tespectfully submits that the Examine is in error in refw^cing 

decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as ialso being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 

decoded signals 275 and 290 leaving decodera 270 and 290 arc combined, and the cited text fails 

to reference any combiner, or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 
audio signals were decomposed ^ prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encoder which is capable of hierarchical subband decomposition (Col. 3, Unes 28-34; Col. 4, 
lines 31-42), and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a complementary decoder (Col. 
8. lines 54-59). Thore is no teaching within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would 
be recomposed at a combiner. Each decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, 
lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no suggestion to combine these signals into a single output 
Therefore. Chai fails to show a first decoder for decoding the first frequency band signal, and a 
second decoder for the second frequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least 
first and second decoded frequencyjband signals, as recited in base claim 5. 

Accordingly, Claim 5 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 

every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. The Examiner relies 

upon the Zinser as a secondary reference for the rejection of Claim 7 under § 103(a) to teach 

reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame 

of the first decoded frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded 
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frequency band signal. Appellant submits that this refeence does not cure the deficiencies of 

Chai legarding the combiner for combining the first and second decoded fi-equency band signals. 

Accordingly, Claim 7 is also patentable over Chai in view of Zinser. 

Claim II 

The Examiner rejected claim 1 1, stating that: 

Chai teaches everything claimed, as described above... Chai teaches that an adjacent 
subband may be used to repair a corrupted subband..., but Chai does not specifically 
teach "that the reconstruction means are arranged for reconstructing a present frame of 
the second decoded firequency band signal from a present fi:ame of the first decoded 
frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal." 

Accordingly, Appellant incorporates hereafter the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim 9 under 35 US.C. §102(e) ov«r Chai, and submits that Claim 11 is allowable 
for at least the same reasons that base claim 9 is allowable. 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 9» is the method of 
transmitting a single input signal via a transmission channel. The method comprises the steps of 
splitting up the single input signal into at least first and second frequency band signals; and 
encoding the first frequency band signal into a first encoded firequency band signal and encoding 
the second firequency band signal; into a second encoded frequency band signal. Appellant 
submits that, in die current invention, in order for the first and second frequency band signals to 
be separately encoded, the input signal must have been split up prior to encoding the first 
frequency band signal into a first encoded frequency band signal and encoding the second 
fi:equency band signal into a second encoded frequency band signal. A second feature of the 
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present invention, claimed in claim 9, is a step of decoding the first encoded frequency band 

signal into a first decoded frequericy band signal and decoding the second encoded frequency 

band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal (Page 7, lines 15-25), with a 

subsequent step combining the first and second decoded firequency band signals into an output 

signal 

Chai discloses that generation of hierarchical subband decomposed coefficients takes 
place at the encoders (Col. 3, lines 30-33). In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the 
Examiner asserted that the subband encoding step of Chai performs a necessary st^ of splitting 
a signal into frequency bands. According to the Examiner, *'Chai teaches sphtting of the input 
signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands, where... each of the sets of 
coefficients will undergo a separate formatting operation (encoding) during packetization (Pages 
2-3 of the Advisory Action)/' The Examiner therefore appears to argue that the input signal(s) 
of Chai undergoes splitting at encoders 220 and 222 (shown in Fig. 2), with subsequent encoding 
at packetizers 230. Appellant submits that, in the current invention, in order for the first and 
second fiiequency band signals to be encoded by sq)arate encoders, the splitter splits up the input 
signal prior to encoding of the fiequmcy band signals at the first and second encoders. 

Appellant notes that, as set fordi in MPEP § 2173.05(a), ""[Qt has been stated that 

consistent with the well-established axiom in patent law that a patentee is free to be his or her 

own lexicographer, a patentee may ;use terms in a manner contrary to or inconsistent with one or 

more of their ordinary meanings. Hormone Research Foundation Inc. v. Genentech Inc., 904 

F.2d 1558, 15 USPQ2d 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1990)." Chai defines encoders 220 and 220 as devices 

*^or receiving and encoding [audio or video] data into an elementary... bitstream (Col. 3, lines 
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28-30; 54-56)," Chai further defines packetizers 230 as devices where the elementary 

bitstreams generated by the encoders are converted into packets (Col. 3, lines 65-67). Thus, the 

term **packetizer " as used by Chai, is distinctly different from the term "encoder." Therefore, 

Appellant argues that a step of packetization, as described by Chai» falls outside the meaning of 

encoding^ as defined by Chai. 

Since the packetiter is notian encoder within the meaning of Chai, any step of splitting 

of the input signal resulting in coefficients corresponding to separate bands clearly takes place at 

the encoder 220 of Chai (Col. 3, Hies 28-44), and not prior to the encoders of Chai. Therefore, 

Chai fails to show a step of splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least 

first and second frequency band signals, a step of encoding the first frequency band signal, and a 

second step of encoding the second frequency band signal, as recited in claim 9. 

Farther, Chai foils to show a combiner for combining the first and second decoded 

firequency band signals, as recited in claim 9, where the first and second decoded frequency band 

signals are generated by separate: decoders. Chai discloses that a transport stream may be 

demultiplexed at a demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to 

separate decoders 270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig, 2; Col. 4, 

lines 14-22). 

In the OfQce Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2^ items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-^22). In view of this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
fimction both as decoders and as combiners. 
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AppeUant notes that, as set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 
lexicographer^' and as set forth in MPEP §2173.05(a): **When the specification states the 
meaning that a terni in the claim intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 
in Older to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and it$ relation to the 
prior ait In re Ztetz, 893 R2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989)/' In the present 
application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 
decoded fi%quency band signals into an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 
specification as a device for decoding an encoded fiequency band signal. Thus, the term 
^combiner," as used in the current application^ is distinctly different fiom the term ^^decoder,^ 
and the combiner acts on a signal Which is output from a decoder (Page 5, line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this. Appellant respcctfiiUy submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 
decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners, A review of Chai fails to show that 
signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 
reference any combiner, or any combination stq>. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 200S, the Examiner asserted that video and 

audio signals were decomposed ;prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 

recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 

encoder, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a decoder. There is no teaching 

within Chai that the outputs of two iseparate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 

decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (CoL 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); there is no 

suggestion to combine these signals into a single ou^ut. Th^fore, Chai fails to show a first 

decoder for decoding the first firequency band signal^ and a second decoder for decoding the 
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second frequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and second decoded 

frequ^cy band signals, as recited in claim 9. 

Accordingly, Claim 9 is patentable over Chai because Chai docs not describe each and 

every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. The Examiner relies 

upon the Zinser as a secondary reference for the rejection of Claim 11 imder §l03(a) to teach 

reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame 

of the first decoded frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded 

frequency band signal. Appellant Isubmits that this reference does not cure the deficiencies of 

Chai regarding eidier the steps of splitting up the single input signal into at least first and second 

frequency band signals; or combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into 

an output signal Accordingly, Claim 1 1 is also patentable over Chai in view of Zinser. 

Claim IS 

The Examiner rejected claim 1 5, stating that: 

Chai teaches everything claimed* as described above... Chai teaches that an adjacent 
subband may be used to repair a corrupted subband..., but Chai does not specifically 
teach '*that the reconstruction means are arranged for reconstructing a present fi^e of 
the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame of the first decoded 
frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal." 

Accordingly^ Appellant incorporates hereafier the argum^ts presented above against the 
rejection of claim 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Chai, and submits that Claim 15 is allowable 
for at least the same reasons that base claim 13 is allowable. 
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One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 13, is a method of 
receiving, via a transmission channel, first and second encoded frequency band signals derived 
from a single input signal. The method, as claimed in claim 13, comprises the steps of decoding 
the first encoded frequency band signal into a first decoded firequency band signal and decoding 
the second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded frequmcy band signal (Page 7, 
lines 15-25); and combining the first and second decoded firequency band signals into an output 
signal (Page 6, lines 12-14). 

Contrary to the Examiner^s jassertion, Chai fails to show a step of combining the first and 
second decoded fiequency band signals, as recited in claim 13, where the first and second 
decoded frequency band signals are generated in separate decoding steps. Chai discloses that a 
transport stream may be demultiplexed at a demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams 
which SCTve as inputs to separate decoders 270 and 290, which ou^ut decoded signals 275 and 
295 (See Fig. 2; Col 4, lines 14^22). 

In the OfiGce Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examiner asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining frequency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-22)* In view of this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
function both as decoders and as combiners. 

Appellant notes that, as :set forth in MPEP §2110.01 "Appellant may be own 
lexicographer"* and as set forth in MPEP §2 173 .05(a): ''When the specification states the 
meaning that a temi in the claim is intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning, 

in order to achieve a complete exploration of tlie Appellant's invention and its relation to the 
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prior ait In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed, Cir. 1989)." In the present 

application, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 

decoded frequency band signals into an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 

specification as a device for decoding an encoded j&equency band signal. Thus, the term 

"combiner " as used in the current ^plication, is distinctly different from the term "decoder/* 

and the combiner acts on a signal which is ou^ut from a decoder (Page 5^ line 32-Page 6, line 4). 

hfi view of this. Appellant respectfully submits that the Examine is in error in referencing 

decoda:s 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chat fails to show that 

signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 

reference any combiner, or any conibination step. 

In the Advisory Action dated December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 

audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 

recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 

encoder, and would therefore, by implication, be reversed at a decoder. There is no teaching 

within Chai that the outputs of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a combiner. Each 

decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (Col. 4, lines 14-22; Fig, 2); there is no 

suggestion to combine these signal^ into a single output. Therefore, Chai fails to show a step of 

decoding the first frequency band signal, and a step of for decoding the second firequency band 

signal, with a step of combining ait least first and second decoded frequency band signals, as 

recited in claim 13. 

Accordingly, Claim 13 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 
every element as set forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. The Examiner relies 

t 
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upon the Zinser as a secoiidary reference for the rejection of Claim 15 under § 103(a) to teach 

reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame 

of the first decoded frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded 

fi^uency band signal. Appellant submits that ttiis refer»ce does not cure the deficiencies of 

Chai regarding the step of combining the fim and second decoded frequency band signals into 

an output signal. Accordingly, Claim IS is also patentable over Chai in view of Zinser. 

Claim 19 

The Examiner rqected claim 19, stating that: 

Chai teaches everjrthing claimed, as described above,,. Chai teaches that an adjacent 
subband may be used to repair a corrupted subband.,,, but Chai does not qjecifically 
teach *that the reconstruction means are arranged for leconstmcting a present frame of 
the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame of the first decoded 
frequency band signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal." 

Accordingly, Appellant incorporates hereafter the arguments presented above against the 
rejection of claim 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Chai, and submits that Cladm 19 is allowable 
for at least the same reasons that base claim 1 7 is allowable. 

One of the features of the present invention, as claimed in claim 17, is the speech decoder 
comprising a first decoder for decoding the first encoded frequency band signal into a first 
decoded frequency band signal and a second decoder for decoding the second encoded frequency 
band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal. The speech decoder further comprises 
a combiner for combining the first and second decoded frequency band speech signals into ah 
output signal 
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Chai fails to show a combinier for combining the first and second decoded frequency band 
signals, as recited in claim 1, where the first and second decoded jfirequency band signals are 
generated by separate decoders. ClUi discloses that a transport stream may be demultiplexed at a 
demultiplexor 260, to produce elementary streams which serve as inputs to separate decodacs 
270 and 290, which output decoded signals 275 and 295 (See Fig. 2; Col. 4, lines 14-22). 

In the Office Action dated October 20, 2005, the Examine asserted on page 3 that Chai 
showed a first decoder and a second decoder in Fig. 2, items 260, 270, and 290; and a combiner 
for combining fi^uency band signals into an output signal (See Fig. 2, items 270, 275, 290, and 
295; Col. 4, lines 14-22). In view of this, the Examiner appears to argue that items 270 and 290 
function both as decoders and as cotnhiners. 

Appellant notes that, as :set forth in MPEP §2110.01 ^'Appellant may be own 
lexicographer*' and as set forth ijn MPEP §2l73.05(a): "When the specification states the 
meaning that a term in the claim is! intended to have, the claim is examined using that meaning^ 
in order to achieve a complete exploration of the Appellant's invention and its relation to the 
prior art. In re Zletz, 893 E2d 319, 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed, Cir. 1989)." In the present 
^plication, a combiner is defined in the Appellant's specification as a device for combining two 
decoded frequency band signals intd an output signal; and a decoder is defined in the Appellant's 
specification as a device for decoding an encoded frequency band signal. Thus, the term 
"combiner," as used in the cumenti application, is distinctly different from the temi "decoder,** 
and the combiner acts on a signal which is output from a decoder (Page 5» line 32-Page 6, line 4). 
In view of this. Appellant respectfully submits that the Examiner is in error in referencing 

decoders 270 and 290 of Chai as also being combiners. A review of Chai fails to show that 
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signals 275 and 290 leaving decoders 270 and 290 are combined, and the cited text fails to 

ref^ence any combiner, or any combination step. 

In the Advisory Action dat6d December 27, 2005, the Examiner asserted that video and 
audio signals were decomposed prior to transmission, and would inherently need to be 
recomposed (Page 4 of the Advisory Action). However, such decomposition takes place at an 
encoder, and would therefore, by inhplication, be reversed at a complementary decoder* There is 
no teaching within Chai that the dutputs of two separate decoders would be recomposed at a 
combiner. Each decoder of Chai generates a single output signal (CoL 4, lines 14-22; Fig. 2); 
there is no suggestion to combine these signals into a single output. Therefore, Chai fails to 
show a fiist decoder for decoding the first fiequency band signal, and a second decoder for 
decoding the second frequency band signal, with a combiner for combining at least first and 
second decoded frequracy band signals, as recited in claim 1 7. 

Accordingly, Claim 17 is patentable over Chai because Chai does not describe each and 
evory client as s^ forth in the claim, neither expressly nor inherently. The Examiner relies 
upon the Zinser as a secondary reference for the rejection of Claim 19 under §103(a) to teach 
reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded frequency band signal from a present frame 
of the first decoded frequency baxxd signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded 
frequency band signal. Appellant submits that this reference does not cure the deficiencies of 
Chai regarding the combiner for combining the first and second decoded firequency band signals. 
Accordingly, Claim 19 is also patentable over Chai in view of Zinser. 
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Vin. CONCLUSION 

Appellaat submits that all the claims on appeal are patentable because they are neither 
anticipated nor suggested by the cited art references. Accordingly, reversal of all the rejections 
and allowance of all the claims submitted on appeal is respectfully solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 

Kramer & Amado^ p.c. 



Date / t). Scott Juneau 

Reg. No. 39,243 

KRAMER & AMADO, P.C. 
1725 Duke Street, Suite 240 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
Tel. (703) 519-9801 
Fax. (703) 519-9802 



'42- 



PAGE47l57'RCVDAT»064:03:35PM[EastemStandardTiine^ 



MflR-09-2006 16=21 KRAMER & AM(=lDO, P.C. 703 5199802 P. 

; 

! 
1 
I 

Application No.: 1 0/047,032 
Attorney Docket No.: NL010G54 

CLAIMS APPENDIX 

Claim I . A transmission system (1 0) comprising a transmitter (1 2) for transmitting an 
input signal to a receiver (14) via a transmission channel (16), the transmitt^ (12) comprising a 
splitter (20) for splitting up a single input signal on a single input line into at least first and 
second frequency band signals, the transmitter (12) further comprising a first encoder (22) for 
encoding the first frequency band signal into a first encoded frequency band si^ial and a second 
encoder (24) for encoding the second frequency band signal into a second encoded frequency 
band signal, the transmitter (12) beipg arranged for transmitting the first and second encoded 
fi:equency band signals via the transimission channel (16) to the receiver (14), the receiver (14) 
comprising a first decoder (26) for decoding the first encoded fi^uency band signal into a first 
decoded frequency band signal and a second decoder (28) for decoding the second encoded 
frequency band signal into a second decoded frequ^cy band signal, the receiver (14) further 
comprising a combiner (30) for combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals 
into an output signal, the receiver (14) further comprising reconstruction means (48) for 
reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when he second decoded frequency 
band signal is not available, characterised in that the reconstruction means (48) are arranged for 
reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal firom the first decoded frequency band 
signal. 
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Claim 2. The Iransmission system (10) according to claim 1, characterised in that the 

reconstruction means (48) are airanged for reconstructing the second decoded frequency band 

signal from the first decoded frequdiKy band signal by extending a bandwidth of the first 

decoded frequency band signal, 



Clahn 3. The transmission System (10) according to claim 1, characterised in Aat the 
reconstruction means (48) are arranged for reconstructing a present fi^e of the second decoded 
frequency band signal firom a present frame of the fii^ decoded frequency band signal and from 
a previous frame of the second decoded firequency band signal. 



Claim 4. The transmission system (10) according to claim 1, characterised in that the 
first frequency band signal.and the first encoded frequmcy band signal and the first decoded 
frequency band signal are signals having a low frequency band and in that the second fi^quency 
band signal and the second encoded^ frequency band signal and the second decoded frequency 
band signal are signals having a high firequency band. 



-44- 



PA(£49fi7'RCVDATM4:03:3SPM [Easter 



MflR-09-2006 16:21 



KRAMER & f=iriADO, P.C. 



703 5199802 P. 



Application No.: 10/047,032 
Attorney Docket No.: NL010054 

Claim 5. A receiver (14) for receiving, via a transmission channel (16), fi^st and second 

encoded frequency band signals derived from a single input signal from a transmitter (12), the 

receiver (14) comprising a first decoder (26) for decoding the first encoded frequency band 

signal into a first decoded frequency band signal and a second decoder (28) for decoding the 

5 second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded frequency band signal* the receiver 
(14) further comprising a combiner (30) for combining the first and second decoded fiiequency 
band signals into an output signal, the receiver (14) frirther comprising reconstruction means (48) 
for reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when the second decoded 
frequency band signal is not available, characterised in that the reconstruction means (48) are 

10 arranged for reconsliucting the second decoded frequency band signal from the fii^ decoded 

: 

frequency band signal 

Claim 6. The receiver (14) according to claim 5, characterised in that the reconstruction 
means (48) are arranged for reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal from the 
first decoded frequency band signal :by extending a bandwidth of the first decoded frequency 
band signal. 

Claim 7- The receiver (14) according to claim 5, characterised in that the reconstruction 
means (48) are arranged for reconstfucting a present frame of the second decoded frequency 
band signal from a present frame of the first decoded frequency band signal and firom a previous 
firame of the second decoded fiiequency band signal. 

5 
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Claim 8, The receiver (14) according to claim 5, characterised in that the first encoded 

frequency band signal and the first decoded frequency band signal are signals having a low 

frequency band and in that the second encoded frequency band signal and the second decoded 

frequency band signal are signals having a high frequency band. 

5 

Claim 9, A method of transmitting a single ii^ut signal via a transmission channel (16), 
the method comprising: 

• splitting up the single ix4>ut signal into at least first and second fi:equency band 
signals, 

5 • encoding the first frequ^y band signal into a first encoded frequency band signal 

and encoding the second frequency band signal into a second encoded firequency band 
signal, 

• transmitting the first and; second encoded frequency band signals via the transmission 
channel (16), 

10 « decoding the first encoded frequency band signal into a first decoded firequency band 

signal and decoding the second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded 
frequency band signal, \ 

• combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into an output signal, 

• reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when the second decoded 
frequency band signal is -not available, characterised in that the second decoded 
frequency band signal is reconstructed from the first decoded frequency band signal. 
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5 

Claim 10, The method of transmitting an input signal via a transmission channel (16) 
accordmg to claim 9, characterised in that the second decoded frequency band signal is 
reconstructed ftom the first decoded frequency band signal by extending a bandwidth of the first 
decoded frequency band signal. 

5 

Claim 1 1 . The method of transmitting an input signal via a transmission channel (16) 
according to claim 9, characterised in that a present frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal is reconstmcted from a present frame of the first decoded frequency band signal and from 
a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band signal* 

5 

Claim 12. The method of transmitting an input signal via a transmission channel (16) 
according to claim 9, char^terised in that the first frequency band signal and ttie first encoded 
frequency band signal and the first decoded frequency band signal are signals having a low 
frequency band and in that the second fiiequency band signal and the second encoded fiiequency 
5 band signal and the second decoded; frequency band signal are signals having a high frequency 
band 
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Claim 13, A method of receiving, via a transmission channel (16), first and second 
encoded frequency band signals derived from a single input signal, the method comprising: 

• decoding the first encoded frequency band signal into a first decoded frequency band 
signal and decoding the second encoded frequency band signal into a second decoded 
frequency band signal, : 

• combining the first and second decoded frequency band signals into an output signal, 

• reconstructing the second decoded frequency band signal when the second decoded 
frequency band signal is not available, characterised in that the second decoded 

frequency band signal isireconstiucted from the first decoded frequency band signaL 

I 

Claim 14* The method of reiceiving, via a transmission channel (16), first and second 
encoded fi^uency band signals acdording to claim 13, characterised in that the second decoded 
frequency band signal is reconstructed from the first decoded frequency band signal by 

extending a bandwidth of the first decoded frequency band signal. 

j 

Claim 15. The method of receiving, via a transmission channel (16), first and second 
^coded firequency band signals according to claim 13, characterised in that a present firame of 
the second decoded ft^uency bandisignai is reconstructed from a present frame of the first 
decoded frequency band signal and |from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band 
signal. j 
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Clsam 16, The method of receivings via a transmission channel (16), first and second 

encoded frequency band signals according to claim 13, characterised in that the first encoded 

frequency band signal and the first decoded jGrequency band signal are signals having a low 

frequency band and in that the second encoded frequency band signal and the second decoded 

frequency band signal are signals having a high frequency band. 

Claim 17. A speech decoder (60) for decoding first and second encoded frequency band 
speech signals derived from a single input signal, the speech decoder (60) comprising a first 
decoder (26) for decoding the first encoded frequency band speech signal into a first decoded 
fi^u^cy band speech signal and aisecond decoder (28) for decoding the second encoded 
frequency band speech signal into aisecond decoded frequency band speech si^al^ the speech 
decoder (60) further comprising a combiner (30) for combining the first and second decoded 
frequency band speech signals into output signal, the speech decoder (60) fiirther comprising 
reconstruction means (48) for reconstructing the second decoded firequency band speech signal 
when the second decoded frequency band signal is not available, characterised in that 
reconstruction means (48) are arranged for reconstructing the second decoded frequency band 
speech signal fix>m the first decoded frequency band speech signal. 
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Claim 18. The speech decoder (60) accoiding to claim 17, characterised in that the 

reconstruction means (48) are arranged for reconstructing the second decoded ftequency band 

speech signal firom the first decoded frequency band speech signal by extending a bandwidth of 

the first decoded frequency band speech signal. 

Claim 19. The speech decoder (60) according to claim 17, characterised in that the 
reconstruction means (48) are arranged for reconstructing a present frame of the second decoded 
frequency band speech signal fit>m a present frame of the first decoded frequency band ^eech 
signal and from a previous frame of the second decoded frequency band speech signal. 

Claim 20. The speech decoder (60) according to claim 17, characterised in that the first 
encoded frequency band speech signal and the first decoded frequency band ^eech signal are 
signals having a low frequency band and in that the second encoded fi^uency band speech 
signal and the second decoded frequency band speech signal are signals having a high frequency 
band. 
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KVroENCE APPENDIX 

Listins and copies of evideiice relied upon by tiie Examiner as to grounds of 
rejection to be reviewed on Appeal: 

1 . US Patent No. 6,137,915 to Chai et al. 

2. US Patent No. 5,384,793 to iZinser et al. 
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WRI . ATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

None. 
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